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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 8, 16, and 24 are canceled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-7, 9-15, 17-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Ausubel (US 6,021 ,398) in view of Rackson et al (hereinafter Rackson - US 6,415,270) 

and Luke et al (hereinafter Luke - US 6.1 31 ,087). 

Re. Claims 1, 9 and 17, Ausubel discloses computer implemented system and method, 
selecting characteristics of said market [Ausubel see entire document particularly, 
Abstract; Figures 1-5; CI L15-L36; CI L60 to C2 L31], estimating a structure of said 
market and predicting a first outcome of said market [C4 L3 to C5 L2; C7 L12-L18; C7 
L37-L50], and evaluating said first outcome of said market [C2 L10-L17, C2 L56-L61]; 
and a bus, a memory interconnected with said Bus, and a processor interconnected 
with said bus [C6 L15-L30 - auctioneer's computers systems includes bus] and 
readable medium [C6 L15-L30 - auctioneer's computers systems includes hard drive to 
store operating system, executables, database engine and data]. 

Ausubel does not explicitly disclose selecting a relevant bidding model and 
predicting a bidding behavior, and Selecting a best preference policy from a plurality of 
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candidate preference polices, wherein said best preference policy comprises the 
candidate preference policy within a plurality having the highest ranking, and outputting 
said best preference policy. 

However, Luke discloses Selecting a best preference policy (perfect match bargaining) 
from a plurality (list) of candidate preference polices, wherein said best preference 
policy comprises the candidate preference policy within a plurality having the highest 
ranking, and outputting said best preference policy (display in the preferred fashion) 
[Figures 1a, 2, 2C-2D; C3 L40-42; C4 L1-I3, L29-33; C6 L65 to C7 L45; C9 L1-L8, L18, 
L39-L48] to facilitate transaction between participants based on multiple dimension and 
preferred point. It would be obvious to combine disclosures of.Ausubel and Luke to 
provide transaction based on multiple dimension and preferred point (best preference 
policy). 

Ausubel and Luke failed to teach discloses selecting a relevant bidding model 
and predicting a bidding behavior. However, Rackson discloses selecting a relevant 
bidding model and predicting a bidding behavior [see entire document particularly, 
Abstract; Figures 12-14; C2 L45 to C3 L32; C24 L5-L55] to select optimal bid to expect 
bidding range and determine adjusted bid. It would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to modify the disclosure 
of Ausubel and include selecting a relevant bidding model and predicting a bidding 
behavior, as disclosed by Rackson, and select a best preference policy (perfect match 
bargaining) to optimize the bidding process, as disclosed by Luke, to facilitate a multiple 
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dimension and preferred transaction between participants based predictable bidding 
behavior. 

Re. Claim 2, Ausubel discloses receiving a first user input, wherein said first user input 
comprises information identifying an item to be auctioned [C6 L50-L63; C36 L10-L13], 
accessing a database [C2 L53-L55; C6 L30-L37], retrieving from said database 
historical bids data [C3 L25-L32; C6 L38-L48], retrieving from said database auction 
characteristics data, wherein said auction characteristics comprise information relating 
to historical auctions of similar items [C4 L3-L10; C7 L37-L50], outputting said bids data 
[C35 L55-L67; C37 L40 to C40 L60], and outputting said auction characteristics data 
[C35 L55-L67]. 

Re. Claim 3, Ausubel discloses receiving said auction characteristics data [C1 L61 to 
C2 L4; C2 L39-L52; C6 L50-L63; C36 L10-L13], and accessing a database [C2 L53- 
L55; C6 L30-L37]. Neither Ausubel nor Luke explicitly discloses retrieving from said 
database a relevant bidding model, wherein said bidding model is selected based on a 
corresponding relevance of said auction characteristics data and outputting said 
relevant bidding model. However, Rackson discloses these steps [Figures 12-14; C2 
L45 to C3 L32; C24 L5-L55] to select optimal bid to expect bidding range and determine 
adjusted bid. It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to modify the disclosure of Ausubel and Luke and 
include retrieving from said database a relevant bidding model, wherein said bidding 
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model is selected based on a corresponding relevance of said auction characteristics 
data and outputting said relevant bidding model, as disclosed by Rackson, to optimize 
the bidding process. 

Re. Claim 4, Ausubel discloses receiving said bids data [C1 L61 to C2 L4; C2 L39-L52; 
C6 L50-L63; C36 L10-L13], expressing unobservable variables in terms of observable 
bids, wherein said unobservable variables are expressed in terms of observable bids by 
inverting said bid model, transforming said bids data to a sample of inverted bids, 
wherein said bids data are transformed by inverting said bid model, estimating an 
estimated latent structure of said market, wherein said sample of inverted bids receives 
application of statistical density estimation techniques to obtain said estimated structure 
[C14 L15 to C16 L66]. Ausubel does not explicitly disclose receiving said relevant 
bidding model and outputting said estimated structure. However, Rackson discloses 
these steps [Figures 12-14; C2 L45 to C3 L32; C24 L5-L55] to allow bidder to point out 
the best strategy to be applied. It would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to Incorporate the function of 
receiving said relevant bidding model and outputting said estimated structure, as 
disclosed by Rackson, into the combination of Ausubel and Luke in order to optimize 
the bidding process. 

Re. Claim 5, Ausubel discloses receiving said estimated structure [CI 4 LI 5 to CI 6 
L66]. Ausubel does not explicitly disclose receiving said relevant bidding model, 
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substituting said estimated structure for said unknown structure, and outputting a 
prediction of bidding behavior. However, Rackson discloses selecting a relevant bidding 
model and predicting a bidding behavior [see entire document particularly. Abstract; 
Figures 12-14; C2 L45 to C3 L32; C24 L5-L55] to select optimal bid to expect bidding 
range and determine adjusted bid. It would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to modify the disclosure of Ausubel 
and Luke and include selecting a relevant bidding model and predicting a bidding 
behavior, as disclosed by Rackson, to optimize the bidding process. 

Re. Claim 6, Ausubel discloses receiving a second user input, wherein said second user 
input comprises: an evaluation criterion and outputting said value [CI L60 to C2 L20; 
C35 L55-L67; C37 L40 to C40 L60]; Neither Ausubel nor Luke explicitly discloses a 
candidate preference policy, a constraint, receiving said estimated structure, receiving 
said bidding behavior prediction for said candidate preference policy, wherein said 
bidding behavior prediction further comprises a prediction under said constraint, and 
obtaining a value of said evaluation criterion, wherein said value is based on said 
estimated structure, said bidding behavior prediction, said candidate preference policy, 
and said constraint, said value comprising said first predicted outcome. However. 
Rackson discloses these steps [Figures 12-14; C2 L45 to C3 L32; CI 2 L50-L63; C23 
L55 to C24 L55] to select optimal bid to expect bidding range and determine adjusted 
bid. It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the disclosure of Ausubel and Luke and include 
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candidate preference policy, a constraint, receiving said estimated structure, receiving 
said bidding behavior prediction for said candidate preference policy, wherein said 
bidding behavior prediction further comprises a prediction under said constraint, and 
obtaining a value of said evaluation criterion, wherein said value is based on said 
estimated structure, said bidding behavior prediction, said candidate preference policy, 
and said constraint, said value comprising said first predicted outcome, as disclosed by 
Rackson, to optimize the bidding process. 

Re. Claim 7, Ausubel discloses receiving a third user input [Figure 1]. Neither Ausubel 
nor Luke explicitly discloses wherein said third user input comprises a plurality of 
candidate preference policies; receiving a predicted outcome for each said candidate 
preference policy; calculating descriptive statistics for each said candidate preference 
policy, wherein said descriptive statistics comprise a mean and a variance; ranking each 
said candidate preference policy with respect to said calculated mean and generating 
corresponding rankings for said plurality and outputting said descriptive statistics and 
said rankings. Rackson discloses these steps [C21 L50-L63; Figures 12-14; C2 L45 to 
C3 L32; C21 L25 to C22 L48; C24 L5-L55] to coordinate a bidding strategy for an item 
or items across remote auction services in order to achieve an optimal result. It would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to modify the disclosure of Ausubel and Luke and include above functions, as 
disclosed by Rackson, to coordinate a bidding strategy for optimal bid which is highest 
for the seller and lowest for the bidder. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 CFR '1.111 (c) to consider the references 
fully when responding to this action. 

Kisiel-Dorohinicki et al. May 30^^, 2001 "Applying Mechanism of Crowd in 
Evolutionary MAS for Multiobjective Optimization", Universite Libre De Bruxells, Faculte 
Des Science, discloses global solution in the Pareto sense to multiobject optimization. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Harish T. Dass whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6793. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM to 4:50 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hyung S. Sough can be reached on 571-272-6799. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Harish T Dass 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3628 
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